
TREND INDICATORS - LOCAL ECONOMY
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TREND INDICATORS - LOCAL ECONOMY

Consumer Price Index - All Items
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TREND INDICATORS - HIRING AND RETIREMENTS
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January 02 does not include 19 new hires in City Council not subject to Position Control Committee.
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Beginning in July 2002, data includes 278 employees transferred to the Houston Emergency Center Fund (200 employees)
and the Stormwater Utility Fund (78 employees).
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TREND INDICATORS - HIRING AND RETIREMENTS

Houston Fire Department
ClassifiedStaffing - FY2002 to FY2003
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Note: New Fire Station #99 scheduled to open in November, 2002.
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TREND INDICATORS - MUNICIPAL COURTS
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TREND INDICATORS - MUNICIPAL COURTS
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TREND INDICATORS - AMBULANCE SERVICES
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TREND INDICATORS - AMBULANCE SERVICES
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TREND INDICATORS - MISCELLANEOUS
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TREND INDICATORS - MISCELLANEOUS

July/Aug activity shows as a negative due to the reversal of the June accrual.
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TREND INDICATORS - MISCELLANEOUS

3-1-1 Call Volume

3-1-1 became fully operational in August 2001
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